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Response to Arguments 
Claims 1-5, 7-1 1, 13-20, 22-27 are pending in this application. 
Claims 6, 12 and 21 are cancelled in this application. 
Applicant's arguments with respect to claims 1-5, 7-1 1, 13-20, 22-27 have been 
considered but are moot in view of the new ground(s) of rejection, as necessitated by the 
substantial amendments through the incorporation of the limitation of claim 6 into the 
independent claim 1 as well as cancellation of claim 6, 12 and 21. 

DETAILED ACTION 
Claim Rejections - 35 USC S 103 
The following is a quotation of 35 U.S.C. 103(a) which forms the basis for all 
obviousness rejections set forth in this Office action: 

(a) A patent may not be obtained though the invention is not identically disclosed or described as set forth in 
section 102 of this title, if the differences between the subject matter sought to be patented and the prior art are 
such that the subject matter as a whole would have been obvious at the time the invention was made to a person 
having ordinary skill in the art to which said subject matter pertains. Patentability shall not be negatived by the 
manner in which the invention was made. 

1 . Claims 1-5, 7-11, 13-20, 22-27 are rejected under 35 U.S.C. 103(a) as being unpatentable 

over Yoon (US 5,978,589) in view of Hirasawa et al. (hereinafter Hirasawa, US 5,655,079), and 

further in view of Kurdzo et al. (hereinafter Kurdzo, US 5,469,434). 

As per claim 1, Yoon teaches a method for down-loading data from an upper processor 
to a plurality of lower processors "middle processors" of a mobile communications switching 
system "base station system" in a process of resetting (processor being initialized after power 
source is applied) the processors, the method comprising (Col 2, lines 30-45, Fig 2): 

requesting an information download from the lower processors to the upper processor 
(Col 2, lines 40-50); 
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accessing a memory of the upper processor containing the requested information 
download (Col 2, lines 40-50); 

determining whether the accessed information has an error ( Yoon teaches the 
need to reduce the time taken to download configuration files to multiple processors in a 
mobile system (Col 1, lines 35-45). Yoon further teaches the need to have a completion 
signal to insure that the files are ready to be deployed (Col 2, lines 45-55). To be 
complete, it is important that the file in question is error free for the operation to be 
successful); 

transferring the information from the upper processor to the lower processors 
(Col 2, lines 45-55, fig. 3 item #100, 104, 106); 

However, Yoon does not teach the process of grouping the lower processors with a 
representative address by creating the accessed information in an information processing 
code (IPC) format supported by error checking; and wherein group information is used to 
determine the group representative address, and wherein the group information comprises a 
node address, a processor ID, a cinu address and a slot address. 

Hirasawa, from the same field of endeavor teaches a solution on reducing the time to 
download to multiple computers (each computer represent a processor) while providing 
means for error checking (Col 10, lines 55-65). Hirasawa teaches the process of creating the 
accessed information in an information processing code IPC format (Fig 7) (Col 4, lines 50- 
65); determining whether the accessed information has an error (Col 10, lines 55-65); and 
transferring the IPC format information from the upper processor to the lower by using the 
group representative address, the transferred IPC format information including the accessed 
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information and the group representative address, wherein group information is used to 
determine the group representative address, and wherein the group information comprises a 
node address, physical addresses of processors, and cinu address (i.e. a network ID) (Col 7, 
lines 35-50) (Col 16, lines 10-20, col. 17 L19-50: please note that an IP address has both the 
node address and network ID), 

Therefore it would have been obvious to a person of ordinary skilled in the art at the 
time the invention was made to modify Yoon in view of Hirasawa in order to transfer the 
information in an IPC format utilizing the group address. 

One of ordinary skilled in the art would have been motivated because Hirasawa method 
provided an improvement approach to the downloading of code, which allowed one format to 
be used for group and individual download which reduces network traffic (Col 1, lines 35-45) 
(Col 2, lines 30-35). By allowing group downloading, the time taken to configure all the 
processors is less. 

However, Yoon in view of Hirasawa does not disclose the process wherein the group 
information comprises processor ID (BHIU address), and a slot address (SA). 

Kurdzo, from the same field of endeavor discloses the process of addressing the group 
of processors by using the slot number, processors type and id as disclosed by soft address, 
and further teaches the process wherein each processor in the system to be addressed as part 
of the subgroup or collection (col. 8 L22 to col. 9 L44). 

Therefore It would have been obvious to a person of ordinary skilled in the art at the 
time the invention was made to modify Yoon in view of Hirasawa in view of Kurdzo in order 
to use the slot number, processor id or configuration, in addressing the group address. 
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One of ordinary skilled in the art would have been motivated because this level of 
addressing would have allowed any collection of processors to be accessed simultaneously 
(Kurdzo, col. 8 L29-55, col. 9 Ll-9). 

As per claim 2, Yoon combined with Hirasawa, teaches about a method of claim 1 , 
wherein the resetting of the processors includes an initial loading and a re-loading (Yoon Col 
2 ? lines 30-45). 

As per claim 3, Yoon combined with Hirasawa, teaches about a method of claim 1, 
wherein the group representative address includes all the lower processors (Yoon Col 2, 
lines 30-45) (Hirasawa Col 4, lines 20-35). 

As per claim 4, Yoon combined with Hirasawa, teaches about a method of claim 1 , 
wherein the grouping the lower processors comprises grouping the plurality of lower processors 
using the group representative address (Yoon Col 2, lines 30-45) (Hirasawa Col 4, lines 20-35). 

As per claim 5, Yoon combined with Hirasawa, teaches about a method of claim 1, 
wherein the grouping the lower processors comprises grouping at least one additional lower 
processor "lower processor" (Yoon Col 2, lines 30^45) (Hirasawa Col 4, lines 20-35). 

As per claim 7, Yoon in view of Hirasawa does not disclose the process wherein the group 
representative address, is set by using the network id (CA) and slot address, among the group 
information. 

However, Yoon, Hirasawa does teach the process of generating a group address by using 
the node address and the network Id (Hirasawa, Col 7, lines 35-50, Col 16, lines 10-20, col. 17 
L19-50, fig. 1, fig. 5b: also note that, processor id, slot address, etc., are all well known 
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identifiers in the relevant art). Kurdzo further teaches the process of using the slot number and 
the aggregates in addressing the group of processors (Kurdzo, col. 8 L22 to col. 9 L44). 

Therefore it would have been obvious to a person of ordinary skilled in the art at the time 
the invention was made to modify Yoon and Hirasawa in view of Kurdzo in order to group the 
processors, by setting the group address comprising the network id and the slot address. 

One of ordinary skilled in the art would have been motivated for the same reasons as set 
forth in claim 1 . 

As per claim 8, Yoon in view of Hirasawa and Kurdzo discloses the process wherein 
grouping of the group representative address is responsive to one of only the CA (network ID) 
among the group information, only the SA (slot address) among the group information and both 
the CA and SA among the group information (fig. 1, fig 5b, Col 7, lines 35-50, Col 16, lines 
10-20: please note that an IP address has both the node address and network ID). 

As per claim 9, Yoon in view of Hirasawa and Kurdzo discloses the process wherein the 
IPC format information is concurrently transferred to all the lower processors using the group 
representative address (Hirasawa, Col 7, lines 35-50, Col 16, lines 10-20). 

As per claim 25, Yoon combined with Hirasawa, teaches about a method wherein 
group representative address comprises an address of at least two of the lower processor 
(Hirasawa Col 4, lines 20-30) (Hirasawa Col 16, lines 10-20) (Covered in claim 1). 

As per claims 10, 1 1, 13-20, 22-24 and 26-27, they do not teach or further define over 
the limitations in claims 1-5, 7-9 and 25. Therefore claims 10, 11, 13-20, 22-24 and 26-27 are 
rejected for the same reasons a set forth in claims 1-5, 7-9 and 25. 
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Additional References 
The prior art made of record and not relied upon is considered pertinent to applicant's 
disclosure. 

a. Yamazaki, US 5,923,855 Multi-Processor system and method for synchronizing 
among the processors. 

b. Dewa et al, US 5,634,071 : Synchronous Processing Method and Apparatus for a 
plurality of processors. 

Conclusion 

Applicant's amendment necessitated the new ground(s) of rejection presented in this 
Office action. Accordingly, THIS ACTION IS MADE FINAL. See MPEP § 706.07(a). 
Applicant is reminded of the extension of time policy as set forth in 37 CFR 1 .136(a). 

A shortened statutory period for reply to this final action is set to expire THREE 
MONTHS from the mailing date of this action. In the event a first reply is filed within TWO 
MONTHS of the mailing date of this final action and the advisory action is not mailed until after 
the end of the THREE-MONTH shortened statutory period, then the shortened statutory period 
will expire on the date the advisory action is mailed, and any extension fee pursuant to 37 
CFR 1 . 1 36(a) will be calculated from the mailing date of the advisory action. In no event, 
however, will the statutory period for reply expire later than SIX MONTHS from the date of this 
final action. 
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Any inquiry concerning this communication or earlier communications from the 
examiner should be directed to KAMAL B. DIVECHA whose telephone number is 571-272- 
5863. The examiner can normally be reached on Increased Flex Work Schedule. 

If attempts to reach the examiner by telephone are unsuccessful, the examiner's 
supervisor, Zarni Maung can be reached on 571-272-3939. The fax phone number for the 
organization where this application or proceeding is assigned is 571-273-8300. 

Information regarding the status of an application may be obtained from the Patent 
Application Information Retrieval (PAIR) system. Status information for published applications 
may be obtained from either Private PAIR or Public PAIR. Status information for unpublished 



system, see http://pair-direct.uspto.gov. Should you have questions on access to the Private PAIR 
system, contact the Electronic Business Center (EBC) at 866-217-9197 (toll-free). If you would 
like assistance from a USPTO Customer Service Representative or access to the automated 
information system, call 800-786-9199 (IN USA OR CANADA) or 571-272-1000. 



applications is available through Private PAIR only. For more information about the PAIR 




Kamal Divecha 
Art Unit 2151 
November 21, 2006. 




